Harold Weisberg 
7627 Old Receiver Rd. 
Frederick, MD 21702 


Mr. Weisberg: January 3, 1992 

I have received your letter of Dec. 24, 1991. 

You, as some other people I have known from time to time, are 
prone-languagewise-to engage in using extremes. I have not at all 
been 'bverwhelmed' with the exposed fact that Lucp was close to 
Dulles; that is your prejudicial inference and presumption. 

If you have not closely studied the book (Cloak), just remember 
a valuable bit of information. Isn't it worth knowing that? Or, 
would you prefer prejudicially thinking that they had no acquain- 
tance? You!re entirely too quarrelsome. 

Not to assume that Dulles was involved in petty stuff like film 
damaging, there is no decent reason not to hypothesize or 
assume that he was involved in things before the shooting; in 
that instance, he (perhaps speaking through someone else) was 
easily in a position (modern communications wise ) to influence 
someone to damage the film. If there were a local man on the 
scene (and there are CIA people in Chicago) the film could 
have been previewed and described by phone or radio, easily. 

As you even point out, remanufacturing could not be expertly 
done until the details of the event were known; however, some 
miscellaneous damage never hurt the cause. Besides, it is too 
much to believe that a "beginner" was given the film to process; 
and that he just happened to damage this film in particular 
(of all the ones he probably had already worked on). I am not 
a photo technician; but, I certainly could and would inspect 
my work and would be able to detect my own mistake of apparently 
reversing the action. 

What was important was that HE did it; especially considering 
his work background (which probably wasn't as "private" as 
only naive people would infer or presume). Yes, people went to 
fight in Spain, too. Why do you go out of your way to belittle 
what gives the appearance of being the prototype secret team 
unofficial official activity? You're frightening. 

Not being as old as you, and not yet having had opportunity to 
know what, exactly, you already know, the Dulles people are- 
beginning to be researched; neverthelj thanks for the things 
that you said about the family. It, for example, gives valuable 
clue as to the faults of clear and logical thinking that they 
engaged in and acted by. Undoubtedly it is related to Berlin 
and Korea .... 

You know, in telling a story to the public, particularly one 
^-$§£sfe as a strong factual and historical and especially un- 



(2.; so long as there's time) 


The only reason I have expressed a curiosity as to your personal 
suspicions and deductions as to who did it is that you 'have con- 
spicuously, opposed to others, not even hinted as to the direction 
of responsibility. 

I do understand your concern with manipulating the Boxley matter 
into" the origins of a CIA plot; your point is well taken. Since 
I haven't read the early script, though, I'm severely handicapped 
in being critical this way or that. But, as a story telling mech- 
anism, I might not object s. harshly; it was sc to be a reasonable 
story, not an educational TV channel historical documentary. 

For sure, there was enough of the Ferrie and Shaw and Oswald 
and related activities to rely upon' for the origins of the CIA 
plot; perspective; I ’would be surprised (but not, aghast) that 
Garrison himself did not make at least a medium objection to 
the script writer 'swork. Nevertheless, I perceive your cure a3 
being much worse than the disease. The storm could have been 
weathered. Too, I reasonably suspect-if your manner of expression 
in your books and even in your letters to me is any indication- 
that; your manner of expression may have been its own obstacle 
to productive results. 
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If Chauncey Holt was really there, you think that that is of no 
consequence? 


Even if he wasn't there and has invented his story, there is still 
significance and value to understanding THAT. 
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into the matter by scruitinizing G. on the matter. At least 
nave circuitously have sounded him out. X believe his was 
not erratic behavior, even if I cannot perceive the exact 
sense of it. 

As to 2039, you waste your own typewriter ink making something 
out of nothing. There was a time when you had nothing. The 
film presented events as they happened and occurred, but the 
statement au one end was merely gave the public information on 
the decision that was, indeed, made to withhold records. 

I have never seen or heard a statement that all information is 
suppressed, by Stone (perhaps it was fortuitously censored). 

In any event, waht was it that was publicly available that 
counted for anything without court fights, such as yours? 

Perhaps you can usea Operation Pinball; The U3AF Secret Aerial 
Gunnery Program in WW II Lre frangible bullets of .30-06 cal]: 
by Ivan Hickman; c 1990; Aero Press . 

Too,, why haven't you-perhaps you do not know how to use a machin- 
ist's calipers or micrometer-attempted to discover, by measure- 
ment,^ why the empty bullet clip did not fall by gravity onto 
the floor of T33D, along with the used casings? Having seriously 
investigated the bullets matter, there's something that you have 
ignored or overlooked. It Is not a trivial matter. 


Young fogey 



